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Boar Mr. Berkeley, 

Sour letter of August 18 proves one of the points X see trying to make ■ 
to you. If you bare to be told why Bick’s aktcile la abet X a ailed it, "terrible, 
irresponsible end damaging", yon leak fee knowledge required for any respo nsi ble 
publishing in this field, X suspect others oar* been specific to yon, for X know 
they ere not secretive about this and X hare yet to get a single contrary opinion 
from, anyone doing serious work or with solid knowledge. X simply haven t the time, 
for x do the original owkr ethers lift, to indulga their egos, quiet tfieir 
frustrations or other purpose that seem import antmt* then. 

^aia has nothingstto do with whither you or Blok are decent men, fe ether 
or not your motive* ere good, as X aid explain. It has to do with only fee end 
product and its consequences. 2 described that accurately. Only those those ignorance 
or self-deception should keep then silent ean dispute this, "his is as enormous 
field, and any responsible writing or publishing now requires exhaustive work that 
few ean find the time for. 

Sylbia, too, ie unselfish and of noblest motive. 1 doubt she discovered 
the M ilteer material on her own. If she did, she also did feat la not like he r, 
neglected to call It to my attention, fcao*ing that X had written on it. So, if 
my deductions ere correct, this ia the continued retailing of unoriginal work, shlch 
is reprehensible in any kind of writing. There is a vaat difference in having materlial 
for understanding and further inquiry and for self-seeking publication, felch not 
only adds nothing hut is inadeduate and incomplete. There is much worse of this in 
your stuff, but X hesitate to be specific feering fee potential of your end Sprague 
carrying it farther forward la this manner and converting the unlikely into the 
impossible ea it role tee to further investigation, which neither of you will do wife 
it ir did *0 to bogln with. In that perticular case, x checked with the only other 
person having e copy and he tells me he did not give it to Sick. Which means that it 
was taken, not glvem. And it le very important, not an item for mishandling or lneds«*q 
ousts, out-of-context treatment for a vert «wll autience. 

I have learned ttatbour friends are out worst enemies, ®d x have tried 
to live with it. But there la a simple thing feat every editor knows! ho publishes 
original work or credits tne source, with pe mission only. What you published was 
not o f this character and it has a seriously adverse effect, the most comprehensible 
way being In taking the edge off of what ia to come. 

Xa It not paat the time where we Indulge frustrations, convert id stoat 
into pretended facta, cease a variation on tku. theme by Warren* Can you not realise 
how such writing is utterly ruineua to everyone’s credibility, ee with "about six 
confessions” where there ia no probative one and no logical reason fbr accepting any 
ea likely except from the irrational* X Just don’t see how even on ignorant editor 
could have road Dick’ a piece withoutathe deepest misgivings, except thrf he w«* 
blinded by good desires and captive of wishful thinking, as is Bick, for all his 
really very good intentions... «X can’t stop you from doing whet you seem determined 
to do, nor ean X undo the hams you have done. But X esn charge younwith your 
responsibilities, Which, clearly, you cannot have thought through, and with their 
consequences. I do not think that oither you or Blek want to hurt. X also tell you 
you have. Ton can believe me or not. X certainly do not dare explain how, wife this 
reford in print and the apparent attitude to publish any scrap t hot can be siexed 
from whatever source, for X assume the same taiag would follow and I would share 
this guilt... You give th corrupt media all the e lf- justification they need for 
their suppression whan you print garbage and other people’s materials that you do 
net understand and present inadequately at best. With deep dismay, Harold Waiaberg 
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Dear Mr. Barks ley, 

¥our latter of August 18 proves one of toe points I tsbs trying to make a 
to you. If you bar® to be told why Dick's skteile is wat I called it, "terrible, 
irresponsible and damaging", yon lsek toe knowledge required for say responsible 
publishing in this field. I sgspect ctbere have been specific to yon, for I knot 
tbay arc not secretly® about this sad I baTa yet to get e el ogle contrary o pini on 
from anyone doing serious work or wita eolid knowledge. I simply Us Ten t tbe time, 
for A do tbe original owkr otbera lift, to indulge tbeir egos, quiet tfteir 
frustrations or other purpose tbet seem import entmt* them. 

x aia bee notbisgntto do with wbbtbar you or Dick are decent men, »betl»r 
or not your motive* ere good, as I did explain. It be* to do with only tbe end 
product end its consequences. 1 described that accurately. Only those tooee ignorance 
or self-deception should ksop them silent can diapute this. %i6 ia en enormous 
field, and any responsible writing or publishing now rscmiree exhaustive work tbet 
few can find the tine for. 

Sylbia, too, is unselfish and of noblest motive. I doubt she discovered 
the M iltoer material on her own. If sbe did, she also did what ia not like her, 
neglected to call it to my attention, kno. ing that ^ had written on it. 8o, if 
my deductions ero correct, this la the continued retailing of unoriginal work, fhieh 
ia reprehensible in any kina of writing. There ia a vast difference in having saaterllel 
fbr understanding and further inquiry end fbr aelf-aeekiae publication, wilt* not 
only add* nothing but la inadaduste and incomplete. There ia such worse of tola In 
your stuff, but * hesitate to bs specific fearing the potential of your and Sprague 
Carrying it fart bur forward in this meaner and converting the unlikely into the 
impossible es it re 1 b tee to further investigation, which neither of you will do with 
it ir did do to begin with. In that particular case, x checked with the only other 
person having a copy ant he tells ms he did not give it. to flick. Which mesne that it 
*ea taken, not glvem. And it la very important, not an item to r mishandling or insde-q 
waste, out-of-context treatment for a vert eaall autieaee. 

I have learned thatiour friends are out worst enemies, *ad 1 have tried 
to live with it. But there is a 'aiarel# thing that every editor knows* be publishes 
original work or credits tue source, with permission only. What you published waa 
not of this character and it baa a seriously adverse effect, the moat eonrpre hsnai ble 
may being in taking tbe edge off of want ia to coma. 

Ia it not paat the time where we indulge frustrations, convert vi ehes 
into pretended facta, cease a variation on thv theme by barren* Can you not realise 
bow such writing ie utterly ruinous to everyone's credibility, as with "about six 
confessions” where there is no probative one end no logical reason fbr accepting any 
ee likely except from the irrational* I just don't see how ev*n en ignorant editor 
could have reed Dick's piece withoutnthe deepest misgivings, exespt tag he was 
Uindad by good desires end captive of wishful thinking, as ie Dick, for all hi a 
really very good intentions....! can't atop you from doing wJm* you as am determined 
to do, no r can I undo the hem you have done. But I can charge younwith your 
responsibilities, mi oh, clearly, you cannot have thought through, end with their 
ooaaaoueaeea. I do not think that either you or Dick want to hurt. I also tell you 
you hare. Too can bsiiew me or net. I oertaLnly do not dare explain how, with this 
reiord in print and tbe apparent attitude to publish any scrap tt»t cm be slaved 
from whatever source, for I assume toe seme toing would follow and I would share 
this guilt.. .You give th corrupt media all tbe s<-lf- justification they need for 

tbeir suppression when you print garbage and other people’s material* that you do 
not understand and present inadequately at best. With deep dismay, hero Id teiaberg 




